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own security and make proper invest-
ments in programs that prevent vio-
lence. 

For example, under this bill, schools 
would be allowed to use funds that 
were previously earmarked specifically 
for COVID relief and train teachers and 
faculty on how to best assist children 
experiencing a mental health crisis and 
provide immediate support when issues 
arise. If you ask me, that sounds like a 
great use of our underrun on COVID 
funding. 

Mr. Speaker, this fight is a personal 
one for me. Like too many other folks 
in this Chamber, my own community 
has been touched by school violence 
when just a few years ago at Saugus 
High School, my alma mater, two 
young lives were taken too soon be-
cause of an act of violence. We can 
take meaningful action without sacri-
ficing our duty to protect the constitu-
tional rights of every American. 

HONORING SERGEANT STEVE OWEN 
Mr. MIKE GARCIA of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I rise today to encourage sup-
port for my bill, H.R. 1627, the Sergeant 
Steve Owen Defending Our Defenders 
Act. It is critical legislation that 
would make the murdering of a police 
officer a Federal felony punishable by 
only life in prison or the death penalty. 

For those of you who do not know 
Sergeant Steve Owen, he was a Los An-
geles County Sheriff in the Antelope 
Valley in my district, a hero in our 
community, a family man who was 
brutally murdered in broad daylight on 
the streets of Lancaster back in 2016 by 
a vicious criminal who was out on pa-
role. 

Sergeant Steve Owen’s death is un-
fortunately becoming a common story 
in this day and age. In fact, in 2021, we 
saw a 60 percent increase in murder of 
law enforcement officers. This is due to 
the defund the police movement and 
soft-on-crime policies from elected offi-
cials from the far left, D.A.s who have 
been hired by Soros to be soft on vio-
lent criminals, and it has severely 
handicapped our police officers’ ability 
to do their jobs and, in some cases, to 
go home safely at the end of their shift. 

This bill, named in honor of Sergeant 
Steve Owen, is all too necessary right 
now as our police officers face in-
creased rates of crime against them. It 
is critical that we pass this legislation 
to ensure that our law enforcement of-
ficers have the protection necessary to 
do their jobs effectively and go home 
to their families. 

This should not be a tough bill to 
support for either Republicans or 
Democrats. The men and women who 
protect us every day deserve to know 
that we have their back. They give us 
a security blanket in our communities 
as elected officials, we should give 
them a meaningful deterrence to any 
criminal who is willing to do them 
harm. We must do more to take care of 
our heroic law enforcement officers 
who put their lives on the line on a 
daily basis to keep our communities 
safe. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. JAMES), my good 
friend and West Point grad. 

Mr. JAMES. Roger, my brother. Go 
Army. 

Mr. Speaker, it is in similar fashion 
that I approach this body out of re-
spect for American life and our service-
members, even as I watched the situa-
tion unfold in Sudan with shock nearly 
2 weeks ago when rival forces started 
fighting in the streets of Khartoum. 

It caught our entire diplomatic es-
tablishment by surprise, despite the 
many risks of trying to get the Suda-
nese Armed Forces and Rapid Support 
Forces to integrate into one structure. 

The fighting has been relentless, and 
except for a brief window in which we 
withdrew our diplomats, every cease- 
fire has failed to truly hold. There are 
pockets of less violence today in Khar-
toum, but that is because thousands 
upon thousands have already fled the 
bloodshed. 

I want to commend the bravery of 
our brothers and sisters and their pro-
fessionalism, those military service-
members who conducted a successful 
extraction of our embassy personnel, 
flying missions in Chinooks over 800 
miles through the night and accom-
plishing their mission flawlessly. It 
was a remarkable success. 

I am glad that our diplomats are now 
out of harm’s way, but there remains 
much more work to be done. Unfortu-
nately, that work is not being con-
ducted with the competency and ur-
gency that the situation in Sudan de-
mands. 

Congress was told thousands of 
American civilians are still in Sudan, 
but the Department of State, as this 
administration has shown a penchant 
for, has left them behind to fend for 
themselves. 

This policy that is furthered by this 
administration not only leaves Ameri-
cans abroad vulnerable, but as targets 
to those who would hurt and kill us. 
This Department of State is proving 
time and time again that they are un-
able to perform their duties con-
fidently. We must look into this as a 
body in Congress. 

Right now, the Department of State 
is unable to provide an update of how 
many Americans have contacted the 
department for assistance. They either 
can’t or they won’t. In either case, 
they will be held to account. 

The Department of State refuses to 
be honest and transparent about the 
structure of the task force, the number 
of consular offices answering the need 
of Americans on the ground, or to de-
scribe how those Americans waiting to 
get out are being assisted besides up-
dates on the next foreign flight or ves-
sel. 

There are French planes assisting 
their citizens, there are Chinese ships 
assisting their citizens, and there is si-
lence for the cries of American citizens 
in Sudan being ignored. In a world 
where we cannot shoot our way out of 
conflicts exclusively, we need our dip-

lomats to show up and with a plan that 
will have the full support of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, our President came to 
this Chamber mere months ago and 
told us repeatedly that he wanted to 
finish the job. It is not clear, after see-
ing what is happening in Afghanistan 
and seeing what is happening at our 
borders and seeing what is happening 
in Sudan that he ever started the job 
to begin with. We need the leadership 
of this body to stand up for American 
citizens when this administration will 
not. 

Mr. MIKE GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, it is remarkable how quickly 
we forgot the lessons learned in Af-
ghanistan. When we see the situation 
in Sudan and for Secretary of State 
Blinken to literally forget some of the 
lessons learned so quickly makes us 
wonder how many countries we are 
still vulnerable in as we move forward. 

I want to reflect on Afghanistan be-
cause it hasn’t been that long and, yet, 
I think many Americans have actually 
forgotten what has happened there. 

We made several key strategic errors 
giving up Bagram Airfield: Leaving our 
allies in Afghanistan in the lurch with-
out any notification in the dead of 
night, not handing operational control 
over from a State Department diplo-
matic mission in terms of an evacu-
ation back to the DOD, and recognizing 
that we were, in fact, in a warfighting 
scenario where operational control 
should have been handed to the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

It was a demonstration of cabinet 
members under a weak administration 
not having the backbone to stand up 
and tell their boss, the President of the 
United States, the Commander in 
Chief, that, Boss, we have a problem. 
We need to be more proactive. 

We need to take a step back, rethink 
our strategy here, and we need to make 
sure that every single American comes 
home. If you recall, we were actually 
bringing home American troops before 
we brought home American civilians in 
many of those cases. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for the 
time, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

HONORING THE 44TH DISTRICT 
COURT JUDGE JAMIE WITTENBERG 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KEAN of New Jersey). Under the Speak-
er’s announced policy of January 9, 
2023, the gentlewoman from Michigan 
(Ms. STEVENS) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Ms. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in honor of 44th District Court 
Judge Jamie Wittenberg, who passed 
away last winter after a courageous 3- 
year battle with brain cancer. Elected 
in 2008, Jamie was one of the youngest 
judges ever to be elected in Oakland 
County, Michigan. 

A Huntington Woods native and long-
time Berkley resident, he attended In-
diana University before graduating 
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from Wayne State Law school where he 
was a two-time recipient of the Leon-
ard Gilman Scholarship. He served the 
State of Michigan honorably as a pros-
ecutor in both Wayne and Macomb 
Counties prior to his election. 

During his many years on the bench, 
Judge Wittenberg doubled the size of 
the sobriety court and helped to estab-
lish a teen court, a diversion program 
to help keep juveniles out of the judi-
cial system and build brighter futures. 

His family’s world was upended over 
3 years ago when he was diagnosed 
with glioblastoma, an aggressive form 
of brain cancer. No matter how 
daunting a diagnosis, Judge Wittenberg 
never complained. He never com-
plained. He faced his cancer head-on by 
undergoing numerous surgeries, radi-
ation, and chemotherapy. He remained 
in a state of ketosis. He far exceeded 
his original prognosis, handling a full 
court docket the entire time. 

Judge Wittenberg was a respected 
and admired jurist who was a fixture of 
our southeast Oakland County commu-
nity in Michigan. He was a mentor to 
countless attorneys and respected by 
everyone who appeared before him in 
court, no matter what side of the issue 
they were on. He will be remembered as 
being deeply fair and compassionate. 

He is missed in our community, and 
this month he would have celebrated 
his 49th birthday. In addition to his be-
loved wife, Staci, Judge Wittenberg is 
survived by his four incredible daugh-
ters, Arielle, Talia, Brooke, and Maya, 
the lights of his life. He is survived by 
his parents, Mollie and Howard; his sis-
ter, Jodie; and, of course, his incredible 
brother, Robert Wittenberg who was 
sworn in by Judge Wittenberg as the 
Oakland County treasurer in just 2021. 

We know his memory will be a bless-
ing. May his memory be a blessing, and 
may we join together in this Chamber 
to continue to push for a cure, to con-
tinue to push for investments in tack-
ling the scourge that is glioblastoma. 

b 1745 

REFLECTING ON STATE OF U.S. INDUSTRIAL BASE 
Ms. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I would 

like to shift focus. I rise in this Con-
gress reflecting on the state of the U.S. 
industrial base, reflecting as a Member 
of Congress from Michigan, as a Mem-
ber of Congress who represents Oak-
land County, as a Member of Congress 
who lives in Oakland County, as a 
Member of Congress who represents 
Automation Alley, as someone who 
represents the largest concentration of 
automotive suppliers and, certainly, 
some of our automotive manufacturers, 
our original equipment manufacturers, 
as we like to call them. 

Nearly every week since I got elected 
to Congress, I participate in a program. 
I call it ‘‘Manufacturing Monday,’’ and 
I visit our small businesses, our small 
manufacturers, our mom-and-pop 
shops, often passed down from parent 
to child; manufacturers who have been 
through a whole lot; manufacturers 
who guided the passage of the USMCA, 

which was done before COVID ever en-
tered our lexicon, to give the North 
American Continent a fair shot at com-
peting, a framework to compete, a 
framework to sell our goods inter-
nationally. 

Export channels are phenomenal. 
They lead to revenues. They lead to 
productivity. People want to buy 
American products throughout the 
world. They recognize our flag. They 
recognize our craftsmanship. 

Then, in no short order, after we 
passed USMCA, renegotiating NAFTA, 
giving our manufacturers and our 
workers a leg up, of course, we were 
disrupted. We were disrupted by a glob-
al pandemic. 

In this very Chamber, as Members of 
Congress representing every ZIP Code 
throughout this Nation gathered to 
vote, gathered to respond to the charge 
of the time, people were tapping me on 
the shoulder. How are you doing this in 
Michigan so well? How are you re-
sponding to these supply chain disrup-
tions? How do Ford, General Motors, 
and Stellantis, otherwise sometimes 
known as Chrysler, know how to imme-
diately act to these supply chain dis-
ruptions, sourcing masks, producing 
ventilators, finding out who has the 
specs and who doesn’t? 

We kept working. We kept making. 
We stood up and responded to the in-
dustrial call to action of this very Na-
tion, similar to how we did in the 
World War II era. It is in our very 
blood. 

By the way, Michiganders, we are a 
northern State. Spring hits later than 
here in the mid-Atlantic, where the Na-
tion’s Capital resides. We are full of 
grit. We are full of toughness. We have 
seen some tough times, but we know 
how to rise through challenges and how 
to stick to the knitting and stick to 
the good work, even when the times 
aren’t easy. 

Mr. Speaker, we find ourselves in a 
very unique and interesting moment, 
yet again on the springboard of the re-
markable passage of the CHIPS and 
Science Act that I was so proud to play 
a leading role in passing as the vice 
chair last term of the Science, Space, 
and Technology Committee and the 
subcommittee chair for the Research 
and Technology Subcommittee. 

$52 billion for chips manufacturing is 
not a platitude. It is a real investment 
in industrial policy in this Nation. 

Why do we need to invest in chip 
manufacturing? We innovated the 
microchip. We innovated the company 
called Intel. The late Gordon Moore, 
who we recently said good-bye to with-
in the last 6 weeks, I believe, innovated 
that microchip alongside his fellow 
academics out in the Western part of 
this Nation. At one point, we were 
making 40 percent of the chips, and 
then something happened. We got lais-
sez-faire. We forgot about what it 
means to have an industrial base in 
this country, taking it for granted. 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, I served very 
proudly in the administration of Presi-

dent Barack Obama when we were re-
sponding to the inherited crisis of the 
Great Recession, working on what was 
known as the auto rescue, the largest 
managed industrial bankruptcy in the 
history of this Nation of General Mo-
tors and then Chrysler, at the time 
selling 8, 9 million cars globally a year. 
It is known as SAR, the indicator. It 
was unfathomable where we would be 
12 years later, a dozen years later, at 
16, 17 million SAR. 

We were talking about semiconduc-
tors. We were focusing on semiconduc-
tors. We were focusing on the minerals, 
not just the trade relationships, but 
the need to double down on manufac-
turing policy in the United States of 
America. 

Some of you might know that Presi-
dent Obama created the White House 
Office of Manufacturing Policy. He cre-
ated what was then called the National 
Network for Manufacturing Innova-
tion, now known as Manufacturing 
USA, about a dozen institutes in var-
ious research concentrations that exist 
throughout this Nation. 

One we boast about in Michigan is 
known as LIFT. We are very proud of 
our friends at LIFT. It used to be fo-
cused very specifically on lightweight 
materials. Now, they are in a variety of 
spaces and joined with The Composites 
Institute doing R&D, doing workforce 
training, smaller scale. 

We must look bigger. I am on the se-
lect committee, very proudly, serving 
under Chair MIKE GALLAGHER, also 
from the Midwest, from Wisconsin, the 
Select Committee on the Strategic 
Competition Between the United 
States and the Chinese Communist 
Party. 

We are so dependent. We are so de-
pendent on foreign markets. We want 
to sell to those markets, but when the 
pandemic hit our shores and you can’t 
get the masks, and you can’t get your 
manufacturing supply chains going be-
cause you outsourced it all, it is a 
wake-up moment. It was a major wake- 
up moment for microchips and semi-
conductors in the United States of 
America. 

All of a sudden, very brilliantly, this 
very body, our Chamber, the House of 
Representatives, where all great ideas 
begin, we put forward a bill in partner-
ship with our colleagues in the other 
Chamber, the Senate. It became the 
CHIPS and Science Act, $52 billion. We 
will talk about the number. 

Have we talked about what taxpayers 
spent, what is the return on that in-
vestment? It is a $52 billion spend over 
half a decade. It was already signed 
into law in August 2022. It has already 
begat $200 billion of private-sector in-
vestment. 

This is absolutely remarkable and 
brilliant. We are seeing these amazing 
microchip factories come into places 
across this country—Ohio, Arizona. We 
have Hemlock in Michigan. 

The challenge isn’t over. We can’t 
manufacture fast enough. It is not a 
light switch, complex manufacturing. 
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Fabricators for chips can’t get a hair 
strand caught in them. You must suit 
up. You must be trained. You must be 
disciplined. 

We are focused on the workforce con-
sideration, which is why I was de-
lighted that my CHIPPING IN bill 
made it into the CHIPS and Science 
Act—$25 million to the National 
Science Foundation to invest in the 
workforce development and training 
for chips manufacturing. 

This is cause for celebration. It is 
also cause for reflection because this 
bill, in many respects, was a catch-up 
bill. We were catching up to where we 
needed to be—40 percent of chips manu-
facturing in the 1990s, down to 10, 12 
percent in the 2020s. 

The tide rolls out. Cars are sitting in 
parking lots. Microelectronics indus-
tries are going haywire. Prices are 
going out of control. Then, people are 
wondering about China and Taiwan, 
why we have to get all of these chips 
from Taiwan, and what happens with 
the national security ramifications of 
this. 

We can’t move fast enough. Now, as 
we are doing the work on the competi-
tiveness committee to lessen our reli-
ance on the CCP and to recognize that 
the American way of doing business, 
the Western way of doing business 
through free markets in democratic na-
tions, must continue to succeed as we 
inch our way, not just into the quarter- 
21st century, but the mid-21st century, 
which will be here before we know it. 

What is our charge? We understand 
the trade relationship. We understand 
that, between 1985 and 2000, the U.S. 
trade deficit with China grew steadily 
from $6 billion to $83 billion, a trade 
deficit. 

The deficit ballooned after the Chi-
nese Communist Party joined the 
World Trade Organization in 2001. It is 
standing at a very stratospheric level 
at $309 billion. 

When we look specifically at key in-
dustries, we see it here as well. I have 
already expounded on chips. We recog-
nize there is still a weakness. We can’t 
move fast enough. This is a call to ac-
tion. 

I have briefly mentioned rare min-
erals, critical minerals. Somewhere be-
tween 85 and 92 percent of the refining 
capacity is taking place in China, tak-
ing place on behalf of the CCP. 

We don’t want to be overly reliant. 
We want to focus on our trade relation-
ships and our strategy. 

I cannot tell you all the hundreds of 
manufacturing visits I have made as a 
sitting Member of this Chamber, not 
going in with a fancy podium, not 
going in with the press. I have two ears 
and a notepad and a member from my 
team, and we are establishing relation-
ships. So, we are geeking out. It is 
great to see the equipment in action, 
but there are supply chain vulnerabili-
ties. 

There are supply chain gaps. We have 
gone through this with materials. Steel 
has gone haywire. We have tried to tar-

iff. We are still paying high prices. We 
are glad that U.S. Steel is making 
money, finally. 

Tariffs aren’t going to be a com-
prehensive industrial policy for the 
United States of America. We have to 
figure out how to strategically invest. 

We don’t need to do it at the rate of 
our competitors who do everything— 
well, the one competitor in this case, 
the CCP that is top down. That is auto-
cratic. That is state sponsored. We 
don’t need to do it like that. We need 
to bring the private sector along. 

Sometimes, these key stakeholders 
are begging for the table of collabora-
tion. I saw this at the research insti-
tute that I worked in about a decade 
ago that was a part of that national 
network for manufacturing innovation, 
the Industrial Internet of Things, large 
data stacks, bringing together compet-
itor companies, research institutions, 
and States to co-invest to get access to 
R&D. 

We have to scale. That is what we 
have been doing. It is actually quite 
amazing. 

Now, we ask ourselves, what is next? 
How are we going to build batteries in 
the United States of America? 

A small startup in my district, lo-
cated in Troy, Michigan, called 
Intecells, absolutely brilliant, making 
the batteries to go into the electric ve-
hicle. Of course, that is what we mean 
now when we say ‘‘battery.’’ We think 
of the electric vehicle, the sustain-
ability charge, absolutely brilliant. 

Every Democrat in this Chamber, 
both House and Senate, joined together 
toward the end of the last term to pass 
the Inflation Reduction Act. Can you 
believe it? 

If you looked to last century, well, 
my goodness, you would never see the 
environmental groups and the auto-
makers being on the same page, but 
they were on the same page with this 
one—zero emissions, making the sus-
tainable vehicle. 

We did the bipartisan infrastructure 
bill. See, those who sit on this side of 
the Chamber can actually talk about 
our passage of the legislation. 

They do thank us a lot on the CCP 
committee for CHIPS and Science. It 
was bipartisan, I will give you that, 
but we could have gotten more. 

b 1800 

We didn’t get any on IRA. We got a 
few on the Bipartisan Infrastructure 
Law. I am always delighted when we 
can work together in a bipartisan way, 
and I don’t mock when we can’t. 

These are the things I am talking 
about that bring people together, our 
House Manufacturing Caucus, with Mr. 
JOYCE. We have a Democratic task 
force that I run with Whip CLYBURN on 
manufacturing: doing, delivering, and 
setting us up for success. 

Manufacturing is technology. Manu-
facturing is high-tech. Manufacturing 
is software engineering. Manufacturing 
is computer numerical controls ma-
chines and computer-aided design. We 

are doing 2D and 3D, and we are doing 
the printing and all that other good 
stuff, but we need to get access to the 
materials. We need to figure out why 
we are behind on batteries and not 
blame each other and not blame the 
manufacturers who just want to build 
this stuff here. 

I want the jobs here. I want the union 
jobs here. I want the lithium to come 
through good sources that we have ac-
cess to, so we are not just hanging 
around and waiting and hoping that 
this comes in. Hydrogen is also a great 
opportunity for us. 

But here is the deal, folks. Fighting 
each other isn’t going to change the re-
ality that 80 percent of the manufac-
turing capacity of those batteries is 
done in China. It is not. But Intecells, 
when I first met with them several 
years ago, their CEO, Shawn, said to 
me: STEVENS, we have got to make this 
here. We have got to do this here. We 
are losing this race. 

Now, some of these whiz kids at 
Stanford University, that the chairman 
of the committee brought us to, are 
working on technology readiness. They 
are working on technology indicators. 

Well, my automakers bring this to 
me: Who is doing what? Where are we 
in the spectrum? Here is where the U.S. 
is with the EU and the CCP and on. 

We are also very excited and ener-
gized by our trade partnership with 
India and what that might mean, de-
mocracies working together. I happen 
to represent a very large concentration 
of Indian Americans who came to this 
Nation by Ford, primarily, to engineer 
and help work on the autos. 

This is exciting. Let’s continue to 
bring in high-skilled talent. Mr. DUR-
BIN has a bill. We would like to get this 
done. We can’t be operating off of 20th 
century immigration policies as we try 
and function and compete in the 21st 
century. 

Some are chasing the glitz and glam-
our that comes with the job. I get it. 
They want attention. They want to 
raise dollars. I am not out here to at-
tack anyone specifically. But our work 
is not just profound and tied to the 
great history of this very Chamber and 
this institution and all the things we 
need to do. No, Mr. Speaker, it is tied 
to the very charge of this century that 
we exist in, which is renovating our 
systems, focusing on the functionality 
and efficiency of government to best 
serve its stakeholders, the voter and 
the constituent. Period. End of story. 

Well, it is a heap. We have got 
healthcare entanglements and bureauc-
racies that we need to address. We have 
got infrastructure challenges ongoing 
that, again, a bipartisan infrastructure 
bill, which was catching us up to work 
on fixing roads. Governor Whitmer in 
Michigan is highly focused on this. 

Lead in the pipes. I have got pipe 
challenges in Oakland County, Michi-
gan. I have got Royal Oak Township 
that has water costs through the roof. 
I have got Pontiac that had power out-
ages like the rest of the county from 
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trees that we decided not to trim. Pon-
tiac to West Bloomfield. We have got 
power outages for weeks on end in the 
innovation capital of the Midwest. 

So we have got to do the nitty-gritty, 
right? We have got to roll up our 
sleeves and do the stuff. I say this with 
all due respect, Mr. Speaker. That isn’t 
always sexy, but it makes us work bet-
ter. Then we can get in, and we will 
focus, and we are focusing. We are not 
going to wait. 

We parallel track our charge, we par-
allel track our effort, because artificial 
intelligence is here. This is maybe, in 
part, why I have a master’s in philos-
ophy and social policy, because it is 
raising unbelievable philosophical 
questions, artificial intelligence. It is 
not these gimmick podcasts that are 
just talking about falling in love with 
a robot or your kids doing homework 
with the AI chat. That is all inter-
esting and disruptive. 

No, this is about systems. This is 
about systems of artificial intelligence 
in our Department of Defense, in our 
hospitals, that are making decisions 
about our everyday life. 

We need trust. As the vice chair of 
the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, I chaired a hearing on ar-
tificial intelligence and bias. That is 
one leg of this. A regulatory frame-
work would help. Continuing to invest 
would help. Continuing to lead, as we 
have in the United States of America, 
brilliantly, because we have the talent. 
We want the talent. We are in a global 
race for talent. 

Our universities of all stripes are 
really wonderful places to learn, edu-
cate, receive higher education, climb 
that ladder, produce that original re-
search, and change the world. That is 
the only way we are going to succeed. 

We measure ourselves sometimes by 
how many Ph.D.s we have. How many 
people get to stay in America after 
they get that Ph.D., right? 

What are we losing out on because we 
haven’t reformed? 

I have talked about the materials. I 
have talked about steel. I want to men-
tion aluminum. We are very proud of 
both industries. We want to have more 
here in America. We want to be strong 
on the materials front. We also want to 
continue to work on advancing our 
charges in the composite space. 

I am also the originator of the House 
Plastic Solutions Task Force. Now, 
people get obsessed with the bottles, 
and the bottles need to be recycled. 
But plastic is in everything. It is in 
your clothes. It is in your shoes. It is in 
the chairs. We have got to think about 
better technologies to reuse. 

Interestingly, my manufacturers in 
Michigan have Reman, and I have in-
troduced legislation called Reman Day 
to salute their work and to continue to 
encourage it. There is no incentive to 
remanufacture your steel or your alu-
minum, but many companies see a bot-
tom line with it, which is great. Those 
in the plastics sector, from my chem-
ical manufacturers to my back-end 

manufacturers, are saying: We have got 
to reuse this plastic. Plastic comes 
from oil, folks. We don’t want to just 
keep sourcing that way. We can reuse 
it. 

We have got companies, startups, 
innovators, who are helping us better 
recycle plastic. But we also could look 
for other composites. 

I don’t really think banning plastic 
straws and drinking out of plastic cups 
with plastic lids is solving the meta 
challenge. I would be keen to the con-
versation of which we have entered 
into in this body of thinking through a 
limitation of single-use plastics for 
better recycling. By the way, there are 
other composites and other materials 
we can use. 

Forvia, which is in my district, an 
auto supplier, is trying to minimize the 
plastic in the interior of the car to 
breathe healthier. That is what they 
are calling it. They are using hemp. I 
am not knocking anyone. I am just 
simply looking at solutions for us. 

I have introduced the last two terms 
in Congress a plastic recycling tech-
nology bill that has really been bipar-
tisan, and Representative TROY 
BALDERSON has joined with me in that 
bill in the past. We have worked on 
that in the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology. That is a great 
start, because in some ways we are 
naive to think about their durability 
and plastics going into all of our food 
and plastics going into all of our equip-
ment and cell phones and our medical 
tests and things like that. But we have 
got to think forward in terms of how 
we are going to succeed. 

Here are some other bills that we 
would like to support in this Chamber, 
I would like to implore the support of 
my colleagues on. 

Passing the Manufacturing Guard 
Act. The Manufacturing Guard Act is a 
bill to shore up our supply chains and 
prevent future emergency disruptions. 

Some, when COVID hit our shores, 
were saying this is like a weather 
event that has disrupted a part of the 
world. No, that wasn’t a weather event. 
It was a global challenge, and it was a 
sustained disruption. Cybersecurity at-
tacks are the same way. Tsunamis are 
a part of this. We have got to better 
prepare. 

A bill I introduced last Congress, 
alongside Mr. BALDERSON, Senators 
COONS, RUBIO, HASSAN, and CORNYN, 
would establish an Office of Supply 
Chain Preparedness in the Department 
of Commerce. How delightful would 
that be, as we have gotten CHIPS and 
Science done. 

So they are cooking up a great team 
at Commerce under the great leader-
ship of Secretary Gina Raimondo, who 
I would like to salute for her great ef-
fort and dedication to passing CHIPS 
and Science. I fully believe that the 
Department of Commerce could house 
such a supply chain preparedness of-
fice, working cohesively with the De-
partment of Homeland Security. Mr. 
RITCHIE TORRES has a like bill along 
these lines which I endorse. 

Members of the manufacturing guard 
would advise the supply chain office, 
would run simulations, would test our 
systems. 

Where are we weak? 
Where do we need to implement tech-

nologies for supply chain visibility? 
We don’t always know what’s around 

the corner. We don’t need to be afraid. 
Truman’s wise words: America was not 
built on fear. America was built on 
courage, determination, and the will-
ingness to do the job at hand. 

This is our American moment, indus-
trial policy for the 21st century. 

Another bill that I would like to en-
courage my colleagues to support is 
the Promoting Digital Privacy Tech-
nologies Act. This is a great bill uti-
lizing the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology, which we author-
ized and plussed up in CHIPS and 
Science and gave more energy to. 

By the way, NIST is playing a huge 
role in the CHIPS and Science Act. My 
privacy-enhancing technologies bill is 
going to direct the NSF to support 
competitive fundamental research on 
privacy-enhancing technologies. It’s 
going to direct NIST to facilitate the 
development of standards and best 
practices for the integration of what 
we call PETs, privacy enhancing tech-
nologies, in the public and private sec-
tor to ensure that Americans continue 
to reap the rewards of data analysis 
while also protecting their most sen-
sitive information. 

We don’t need to jump in on hyper- 
regulation. But we can use Federal 
agencies like NIST and NSF, as we 
have seen them do since their origin, to 
serve as trustworthy and good partners 
with stakeholders from academia, in-
dustry, and the general public. 

We also have a great bill called the 
Shifting Forward Vehicle Technologies 
Research and Development Act. It is a 
total mouthful, but it is a great bill. I 
introduced it last Congress alongside 
my colleague from Michigan, Congress-
woman DEBBIE DINGELL. That bill reau-
thorizes the Advanced Vehicle Tech-
nology Program for R&D at the De-
partment of Energy. 

I don’t like to skip over the fact that 
the CHIPS and Science bill that was 
passed and signed into law did a lot of 
great things for DOE. We are seeing a 
lot of nice manufacturing partnerships 
and engagements with the Department 
of Energy throughout this country. 

We are also seeing the Department of 
Energy being exercised as a critical 
part of the Bipartisan Infrastructure 
Law, some of these early-stage grants 
that are going out for cell batteries 
and hydrogen in the hydrogen hubs. 

But my Shifting Forward Vehicle 
Technologies Research and Develop-
ment Act supports research for improv-
ing vehicle batteries for extremely 
fast-charging and wireless charging ca-
pabilities and efficiencies to lower 
costs, exploring efficient use, substi-
tution, and recycling of critical mate-
rials. 

Here we go again: Technology for re-
cycling, thinking about how we can use 
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that approach for access to rare earth 
minerals or precious metals that are at 
risk of supply chain disruption, testing 
advanced battery safety protection sys-
tems for high-voltage power and heat 
and on. 

b 1815 
WE MUST PASS QUANTUM BILLS 

Mr. Speaker, we know we have got to 
make a move on quantum. Quantum 
bills, there is kind of a nice package 
cooking out in the Science Committee. 

I am proud to share that in the last 
month I have served as the co-lead, co-
author for two quantum bills. The 
Quantum Sandbox for Near-Term Ap-
plications Act, which I have done with 
my colleague Mr. OBERNOLTE to estab-
lish a quantum sandbox through pub-
lic-private partnerships focused on 
quantum applications and development 
for the acceleration of this technology. 

Supercomputers, quantum. We are al-
ways in a race with the CCP on who 
has the fastest supercomputer. Well, 
quantum has arrived. Quantum, like AI 
and like the supercomputers before it, 
are very expensive to run, very cum-
bersome, and very costly. How far does 
this go and how fast does it go? 

We want to have these technologies 
here. This is why in CHIPS and Science 
we encourage the National Science 
Foundation, and we said to them, you 
are now going to create a new direc-
torate: technology, innovation, and 
partnerships. It is all in this vain. 

Mr. Speaker, I actually heard this 
from the Senate majority leader, Mr. 
SCHUMER, he said that we want to be 
leading in quantum. 

The Quantum in Practice Act, which 
includes quantum molecular simula-
tions and modeling in the National 
Quantum Initiative Act. That is my 
other bill. 

The Science Committee is absolutely 
on the brink of taking up a reauthor-
ization of the National Quantum Ini-
tiative Act to support and expand 
quantum information science and tech-
nology research. It is a critical tech-
nology for the U.S. to remain a global 
leader on. 

Mr. Speaker, I have got a few closing 
points. One is a note of braggadocios. I 
boast in the great State of Michigan, 
the 10th largest State in the Union, and 
geographically the largest State east of 
the Mississippi, the most number of 
first robotic teams in the Union. 

We are engaging our students with 
the industry of the future. We are 
building. We are making. We are doing 
exciting workforce development. Those 
students are going on to skilled trades. 
Those students are going on to engi-
neering. Those students are going on to 
communications to help us compete in 
these industries of the future. 

We must invest and lead in the devel-
opment of the next generation of vehi-
cles. That is what we are working on. 
We must have a robust investment in 
manufacturing and technology. I say 
investment as strategy. We have to do 
these things to win the future, and, 
most assuredly, we will do from the 
place that I call home, Michigan. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 18 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Friday, April 28, 2023, at 9 a.m. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the first quarter 
of 2023, pursuant to Public Law 95–384, are as follows: 

(AMENDED) REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO SWITZERLAND, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 15 AND 20, 2023 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Gregory Meeks ................................................. 1 /15 1 /20 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 7,520.81 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 7,520.81 
Hon. Seth Moulton ................................................... 1 /15 1 /20 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 5,921.35 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 5,921.35 
Hon. Darrell Issa ..................................................... 1 /15 1 /18 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 570.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 570.00 
Hon. Joaquin Castro ................................................ 1 /15 1 /20 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 8,228.97 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 8,228.97 
Hon. Mikie Sherrill ................................................... 1 /15 1 /20 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 6,072.39 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 6,072.39 
Hon. Maria Salazar .................................................. 1 /15 1 /20 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 7,552.47 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 7,552.47 
Hon. Madeleine Dean .............................................. 1 /15 1 /20 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 7,538.74 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 7,538.74 
Hon. Brendan Boyle ................................................. 1 /15 1 /20 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 6,615.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 6,615.60 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 50,020.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 50,020.33 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

HON. KEVIN McCARTHY, Mar. 31, 2023. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO NORWAY, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAR. 24 AND 27, 2023 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Michael Turner ................................................ 3 /24 3 /27 Norway .................................................. .................... 986.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 986.00 
Hon. Gerald Connolly ............................................... 3 /24 3 /27 Norway .................................................. .................... 986.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 986.00 
Hon. Linda Sánchez ................................................. 3 /24 3 /27 Norway .................................................. .................... 986.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 986.00 
Hon. Brett Guthrie ................................................... 3 /24 3 /27 Norway .................................................. .................... 986.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 986.00 
Hon. Neal Dunn ....................................................... 3 /24 3 /27 Norway .................................................. .................... 986.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 986.00 
Jason Galanes ......................................................... 3 /24 3 /27 Norway .................................................. .................... 986.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 986.00 
Collin Davenport ...................................................... 3 /24 3 /27 Norway .................................................. .................... 986.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 986.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 6,902.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 6,902.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

HON. KEVIN McCARTHY, Apr. 14, 2023. 
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